Application No.: 10/681,134 
Examiner: Kim LEWIS 
Art Unit: 3743 

REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the pending application is respectfully requested on 
the basis of the following particulars: 

1. In the claims 

The claims are amended as shown in the "Amendment of the Claims." 
The amendments to the claims have been submitted to improve the clarity of 
the subject matter for which protection is sought. It is to be noted that the 
Examiner did not raise any objections with regard to the language of the 
original claims under 35 U.S.C. § 112 or any other part of the patent laws and 
regulations. 

The amendments to the claims primarily highlight the structural 
features of the sealed casing and clarify the originally-recited longitudinal and 
lateral portions as "flaps." The term flap is employed to stress that the 
longitudinal and lateral portions of the pending application may take the form 
of sufficiently flexible components that can be applied over a body member. 

In view of the description on page 3, in the paragraph beginning on line 
18, it is believed that reference to the longitudinal and lateral portions as being 
flaps does not introduce new matter to the application. The basis for this 
assertion is due to the description of the casing, according to one 
embodiment, as being comprised of adjoining sheets 10a and 10b. 

Claim 1 is amended to recite that the sealed casing defines "a plurality 
of flaps having an interior." The support for the term 'flaps" is clearly found in 
FIG. 1, as originally filed. Claim 1 is also amended to correct the informality of 
"an" to "a" when referring to the compactable filler material. 

Claim 2 is amended to recite that the plurality of flaps includes a first 
elongate flap having first and second ends wherein the first end is connected 
to a first side of the central portion of the casing. Once again, this 
amendment finds support in FIG. 1, as originally filed. 

Claim 4 is amended in view of the new language used in claim 2 
regarding the elongate flap. 
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Claim 6 is canceled without prejudice or disclaimer and is essentially 
reinstated as new claim 1 5. 

Claim 7 is amended to recite the inventive method without reference to 
claim 2. The basic features of the wound dressing according to claims 1 and 
2 is now incorporated in the preamble of this claim. 

Claim 8 is amended in view of the new language used in claim 7. 

Claim 9 recites that the sealed casing defines a recess between the 
first elongate flap and the central portion. Support for this amendment is 
found in the Replacement Sheets submitted herewith and the specification on 
page 3 in the amended paragraph beginning on line 18. It will be noted that 
the originally-filed drawings showed the recess recited in this claim and the 
Replacement Sheets merely provide reference numeral "29" for the recess. 

Claim 10 recites that the central portion and the first elongate flap are 
"contiguously connected." This is clearly shown in FIG. 1 as originally filed. 

Claim 1 1 is amended to describe that a division is provided between 
the central portion and the first elongate flap. The division is described on 
page 4, lines 11-18 and is denoted in FIG. 1 with reference numeral "12." 

Claim 12 describes a taper to the first elongate flap that finds support in 
FIG. 1 as originally filed. 

Claim 13 recites lateral flaps which correlate to the originally-recited 
lateral portions of the sealed casing. 

Claim 14 describes the orientation of a first lateral flap relative to the 
first elongate flap. 

Claim 15 recites the flrst elongate flap having a length greater than the 
first lateral flap, and essentially restores the subject matter of original claim 6 
in view of the new description of the flaps. 

Claim 16 is a new independent claim essentially representing a 
combination of amended claims 1 and 2, and new claims 11 and 14. Of note, 
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the valve recited in claim 1 is not recited in claim 16 but is instead introduced 
in new claim 21. 

Claim 17 depends from claim 16 and describes different configurations 
of the wound dressing that are similarly described in the method of claim 7. 

Claim 18 depends from claim 16 and recites essentially the same 
subject matter as new claim 9. 

Claim 19 depends from claim 16 and describes essentially the same 
subject matter as new claim 10. 

Claim 20 depends from claim 16 and recites essentially the same 
subject matter as new claim 15. 

Claim 21 depends from claim 16 and recites the valve introduced in 
originally-filed claim 1 . 

In view of the clear support for the subject matter in the amended 
claims and the new claims, entry of the changes to the claims in the 
"Amendment of the Claims" is respectfully requested. 

2. In the specification 

The specification is amended to concur with the amendments to the 
originally-filed and new claims. In particular, the paragraph beginning at line 
18 on page 3 is amended to condition the longitudinal and lateral portions, 
according to the described embodiment, as being "flaps." The basis for this 
amendment is provided above in reference to the "Amendment of the Claims." 
Moreover, the recess recited in the claims is now briefly described in the 
same paragraph on page 3. New reference numeral "29" is provided for the 
recess in both the specification and the amended drawings. 

It is submitted that the amendment to the specification does not 
introduce new matter into the application and the basis for this amendment is 
clearly found in the originally-filed application. Acceptance of the amendment 
to the specification is respectfully requested in the next Office communication. 
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3. In the drawings 

FIGS. 1-3, 4. 5 and 8 are amended in the "Replacement Sheets" to 
denote the recess with reference "29." This amendment does not introduce 
new matter into the drawings and acceptance of the Replacement Sheets is 
respectfully requested in the next Office communication. 

4. Reiection of claims 1, 2 and 4-6 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent 5.190.033 (Johnson) 

In view of the amendment of the claims and the following remarks, this 
rejection is respectfully traversed on the basis that the Johnson patent fails to 
disclose or suggest the embodiments of the sealed casing recited in the 
pending claims. More specifically, the Johnson patent does not describe a 
sealed casing having a plurality of flaps, as recited in claim 1. Thus, claim 1 is 
patentable. 

Claims 2, 4 and 5, which depend from claim 1 , are patentable based on 
their dependency from claim 1 and their individually recited features. 

In observing FIG. 1 of the Johnson patent, this drawing illustrates a 
sealed pouch 16 that contains a plurality of hollow capsules 20. The pouch is 
detailed as generally a single .body comprising a bag. The Johnson patent 
specifically indicates that the description of the pouch in FIG. 1 is valid for all 
of the embodiments of this patent (col. 4, lines 8-11) and it is readily evident 
that the pouch does not include a plurality of flaps as recited in claim 1 of the 
pending application. 

Turning to FIG. 5 of the Johnson patent, an alternate embodiment of 
the pouch 16 is shown having the form of a goggle shape. This goggle 
shape, however, is similar to the embodiment of FIG. 1 wherein the pouch 
comprises a bag having a single body. While straps 26 are shown to extend 
from the pouch, these straps are not described as having an interior, as the 
flaps are recited in claim 1 . On the contrary, the straps are more akin to the 
straps recited in claim 4 of the pending application which are connected to the 
elongate flaps of the sealed casing. 
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The specific limitation of the plurality of flaps in the sealed casing in 
claim 1 cannot be ignored as this is a structural limitation without any 
correspondence in the Johnson patent since the pouch described therein 
clearly does not include a plurality of any structural members. 

in view of the absence of any explicit or implicit teaching of a sealed 
casing having a plurality of flaps with an interior in the Johnson patent, it is 
respectfully submitted that the Johnson patent neither discloses nor suggests 
the wound dressing recited in claim 1 of the pending application. 

According to these apparent observations, withdrawal of this rejection 
is respectfully requested. 

5. Reiection of claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,190.033 (Johnson) in view of 
U.S. Patent 5.431.622 (Pvrozvk) 

This rejection is respectfully traversed in view of the aforesaid 
observations regarding claim 1 and the revisions to claim 2 from which claim 3 
depends. It is submitted that the Pyrozyk patent fails to make up for the basic 
shortcomings of the Johnson patent in that the Pyrozyk patent fails to disclose 
or suggest a sealed casing having a plurality of flaps having an interior. 

Due to these observations, it is courteously asserted that one of 
ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated by the teachings of the 
Johnson and Pyrozyk patents to make the wound dressing according to claim 
3 on the basis that neither of these reference disclose or suggest each and 
every feature of claims 1 , 2 and 3. 

Thus, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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6. Conclusion 

In view of the amendment of the claims and the submission of new 
claims, and further due to the observations on the Johnson and Pyrozyk 
patents, it is respectfully submitted that the application is in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that each and every 
pending claim in the present application be allowed and the application be 
passed to issue. 

If any issues remain that may be resolved by a telephone or facsimile 
communication with the Applicant's Attorney, the Examiner is invited to 
contact the undersigned at the numbers shown below. 

BACON & THOMAS. PLLC Respectfully submitted, 



625 Slaters Lane, Fourth Floor 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314-1176 
Phone: (703) 683-0500 




Date: December 8, 2004 JUSTIN J. CASSELL 

Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 46,205 
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